Introduction
The excavations described here were a continuation of the September salvage operation. Thev served a dual function, for in addition to adding to the cultural material from the site, they were intended to expose sections for geomorphological study. The areas chosen for excavation reflect this duality and while some trenches were archaeologically unproductive, they assisted materially in the geolosical assessment of the site (Fig. 1 ) .
Excavations extended over almost 5 weeks in November-December 1965, and February 1966. The author supervised part of the first excavation and the whole of the latter; R. J. Lampert directed the remaining period. Unfortunately, the weather which had hampered the September operations, deteriorated beyond expectations. Torrential rain forced suspension of activities on several occasions durina December; even in February, 150 points of rain fell on one day. StratioraphTc observation and the collection of charcoal samples for radiocarbon dating was difficult under these circumstances, and the expected volume of excavated material was preatly reduced.
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• Attention was first directed to an area about 75 ft NE. of the burial site, in order to salvage any evidence before it was quarried away, and to clarify the stratigraphic situation in an area where the quarrying operations had uncovered numerous traces of oxidized sediments and charcoal. The intervening deposit between the burial site and this area having been already substantially removed, it was impossible to correlate the two areas simply by inspection. The presence of a disconformity here was recognized before the excavation began, although its extent and significance in the depositional sequence was a matter for investigation. The importance of this excavation ( a small chert piece (Fig. 3a) , best described as a 'fabricator' of 'punch type (McCarlhv et al. 1946: 34) . The identification necessarily remains conjectural, as "it is the only example of this sub-type found in the excavations; whereas the type should be bruised on both extremities, only one end is bruised. Spit 11: a concave scraper (Fig. 3c) , and two sizeable fragments of two other broken scrapers.
Spit 13: Two scrapers with pronounced concavities and noses (Fig. 3e, f ).
Spit 16: part of a stubby scraper with abrupt retouch at its rounded end; the specimen is probably half of the original tool.
Spit 19: a concave scraper, now broken (Fig. 3b ).
Spit 20: a thick, abruptly trimmed scraper (Fig. 3d) .
Trenches F-G Fig. 4 . Table 2 gives the distribution of stone artifacts in the area, while Table 3 Usts all these finds. Unfortunately there is a possibility that either they were deposited on the sloping surface at that time, or they were eroded from the earlier Keilor terrace and accumulated on that surface. Whatever their origin, their chronological status therefore remains dubious. This is unfortunate, as it applies to the only two retouched artifacts found in trench AA-respectively quartz (AA15, spit 26) and quartzite (AAIO, spit 10) scrapers. Other finds were made higher in terrace GGJ, which consequently must belong to the period of deposition of that terrace.
The most important find in GGJ (A9, spit 6), was a unifacially flaked hornfels pebble (Fig. 5c) The implements: 2 unifacially flaked basalt river pebbles (Fig. 5a, b Fig. 3b, c, e, f ). These were represented at almost every depth. The other feature was that four specimens had been trimmed reversely. Tliat is, on opposite ends of the flake, alternate faces had been trimmed (e.g. Fig. 6c, e, f) 
